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Abstract 
The humanistic paradigm of free education as a form of manifestation of universal moral values is a historical and cultural 
phenomenon in the philosophy of education and at the same time a contradictory phenomenon of education at the moment. The 
theory of free education being objectively considered a historical and cultural component of the basic humanistic tradition of 
education is in close connection with the problems handled by the pedagogy of freedom. In teaching there is still no clear attitude 
to free education, to its pros and cons. That’s why we can observe a permanent debate in the modern formulation of this aspect. 
Moreover, the concept of "free education" has no exact definition. The article generalizes key points and discloses "pro and 
contra" of free education. 
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1. Introduction 
Pedagogy of free education is increasingly attracting followers as well as researchers around the world. The 
development of the theory and practice of free schooling in Russia and abroad is described in the scientific works of 
E.V. Ivanov (1996), A.A. Valeev (2008), N.M. Magomedov (1995).  The phenomenon of free education in 
educational practice is studied by M.Appleton (1999), R.Barrow (1978), L.A. Carleton (1991), R.Hemmings (1974), 
A.S.Neill (1985). Some characteristics of free education are revealed in the researches of R.A. Valeeva (2003). 
Comparing traditional and free education the followers of free education point out their direct contradiction. The 
key differences are given in the table below. 
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Table 1. The key differences of traditional and free education 
 
 Traditional Education Free Education 
1. Estrangement of the individual from his own education. The right of the individual to choose not 
only education, but any way of living. 
2. No right to determine the content and methods of education both for teachers and 
students. 
A full scope of elements of the educational 
process to select from. 
 
3. Lack of freedom in time management in the educational process. Comparative or absolute freedom.  
 
4. Developed curriculum, programs, etc. imposed  from above. The choice of the curriculum and 
organisation of educational process at  
teachers’ discretion. 
5. No focus on individual’s unique nature and educating a standard personality. Implementation of special abilities and 
aptitudes of the individual. 
 
Presenting a generalized experience of free education we can see that it has common features with any country's 
educational space. They are: 
1. No pressure on a child to be what is not meant to be by nature. 
2. Making the formation of a child’s independent thinking the main task of education. 
3. Giving children the freedom to manage their own social life by means of joint rulemaking. 
4. Creating all the necessary conditions for full self-realization of a child. 
5. To recognize by all educators that only in freedom a child can disclose his uniqueness and originality as well 
as the release of his aggression and various complexes. 
 
2. Arguments “pro” free education  
 
1. Free education is the essence of the subjective approach. From this perspective the child having become an 
active participant in the educational process is able to rebuild it according to the needs of his individual self-
interests. In free education a parent and a child, a teacher and a pupil are two equal units. This equality implies that 
they all have an equal number of rights and responsibilities. If a teacher and parents have to contend with the will of 
a child as well, they are to fight, first of all, for emancipating a child from submission to affects and passions. The 
adults make an effort to make a child free and self-governing in his striving for goodness and truth.  
Free education is thus oriented towards children and their ability to make use of freedom given. So it regards a 
child as a specific, individual entity, the purpose of which is real and free activity. In this case we are talking about 
individual self-development, which takes place only in cooperation and co-creation between adults and children. 
That’s why the aim of free education is to awaken the child's awareness of himself as a real subject, and to 
encourage him to search for his individual choice. Therefore, freedom of a child is his ability to think and act in 
accordance with his own wishes and ideas, but not as the result of compulsion.  
As A. Neill (1985) believed the human being’s desire for perfection as a distinct creative force is reflected in the 
optimistic perception of life. These criteria reveal the power, which is called striving towards a goal. That is what 
helps a person to live with pleasure, i.e., to live in happiness.  
2. Theoretical solution to the problem of person’s self-development remains the basic task in the philosophy of 
education. Free education encourages the child's active attitude to life, culture, cognitive activity. For example, the 
organization of children's community based on the real, not declared self-government, as well as providing a child in 
the family with broader autonomy creates his active position in life. This in turn creates such a psychological 
climate that promotes personal growth of both the child and the adult. In any free school teachers successfully solve 
the problem of balance between selectivity and the need for education.  
3.  In free education there is no place for enforcement; one can see here only independence and freedom. Any 
kind of child’s activities (learning, work, games) is based solely on self-interest. Moreover, there is a match of 
common and individual interests. This ensures consistency of creative activity building favorable psychological 
atmosphere and leading to the interaction style improvement.  
4. Free education teaches a child to feel the fine line between freedom and self-will. In real practice and 
experience of free schooling we can see that true freedom necessarily involves the internal self-restraint. Children in 
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any free school are not free of moral rules. They know what is "good" and what is "bad". So they can freely and 
naturally resist the corrupting influence of the environment, while maintaining themselves as sovereign individuals.        
5. Free education has all the opportunities to perform basic educational processes that contribute to the formation 
of the child as a subject of life and culture. Here we include: a) life-construction, i.e. solution of real life problems 
by children themselves; b) socialization, i.e. the child’s entering the society and its maturation; c) personalization, 
i.e. supporting individual identity, developing his creative potential; d) spiritual and moral development of the 
individual, i.e. the child’s mastering of universal norms of morality and the ability to make the right choice between 
good and evil.   
Free schooling has proved that any personality in its development cannot be the object of training and education. 
It is the educational means, including guidelines, activities, psychological environment, etc. that can be the object of 
instruction. And this material is being learned by both a student and a teacher, in the course of their co-research and 
transformation. It’s only in cooperation that personal self-development may occur. 
 
3. Arguments “contra” free education  
 
1. Proponents of free education believe that the individual is more valuable than anything, than common good, 
authority of parents and teachers, etc. Nothing and no one has the right to influence the young person, who may or 
may not get education and culture. However, the existence of an individual is impossible without society and its 
development, and children have to take everything from the life surrounding them. 
Speaking of the value of the individual, the theorists of free education overestimate natural development of a 
child. Indeed, it is difficult to argue that Nature has implanted something in a human being, for what it has given, 
should be taken as a fact that cannot be ignored. And according to the theory of free education a teacher, a mentor 
and a parent must perform only one duty: facilitating the child’s development. However when we take into account 
the perfect child nature, we somehow forget that a human being is mediated by socio-historical factors. So according 
to philosophers, the closest person is a subject to another person. And social relations are the shortest distance in 
relationships between individuals. As for the uniqueness of the individual and the influence of environmental 
factors, they can be found in socio-cultural relations created in a favourable external environment for the mental and 
physical development of children, where productive microsocial environment in co- activity of children and adults is 
organized. 
2. Proponents of free education advocate the child’s freedom, and at the same time admit that absolute freedom is 
impossible. They say that by freedom and will of others one has to limit the freedom of the individual, and without 
some degree of submission it is not possible. In other words, a person cannot live on his own, and he still has to 
engage in interpersonal, public relations and comply with, though not all, but certain rules of the game.     
Theorists of free education believe that the child should be given the freedom in order not to have external 
influence and to develop himself according to his nature. However, a person cannot create himself out of "nothing." 
He has to fill himself a socially meaningful content, in which we put the achievements of human culture and history. 
And this is impossible without a patient and caring teacher. The development of the personality is always a process, 
organized, whether we like it or not, by a teacher. It is him who should be the wise mediator between life and a 
child, teaching himself to realise what freedom and lack of freedom is. He helps a child to understand a simple 
philosophical idea – the one that the person is not free of conditions, but he is free to take a certain position to them. 
3. Proponents of free education often speak about a child’s perfect nature that is spoiled only by poor upbringing 
and culture. But no matter how perfect the child’s nature is, in reality without the interaction with an adult he can do 
nothing. The mission of adults is to facilitate a child's personality development.     
4. Proponents of free education believe that everything (and the life and work of parents and teachers as well) 
should be placed exclusively under the command of the child’ interests, thereby denying adults’ private life. But 
parents and teachers also have all the same rights as a child, and if they fulfil the child’s will, the latter also has to 
carry out all the obligations imposed on him.  
Moreover, in order to be fully reached each individual’s freedom must be consistent with the interests of those 
around him. It is important that a child realizes that his individual freedom can be multiplied by the individual 
freedom of the rest of the community he belongs to, and that he may be, in the end, the total owner of the freedom 
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available to the public at large. 
5. The fact that free education conquers today a prominent place in the educational reality – and that’s natural. 
What is not natural is that it rejects a priori all valuable and efficient experience that is attained by the traditional 
approaches to education, in particular by such educators as Comenius and Pestalozzi. And when there is some 
criticism of any traditional school, not being the ideology of free education, we call it a minus. Let the current 
system of education be out-dated to some extent, but it does not mean that it is not correct or is detrimental to the 
child. We know that there are opportunities for the variations in traditional schooling, including, among other things, 
elements of free education. They are the following: the belief in the creative power of the child and his desire for 
self-development; refusal of a child with a template yardstick; the desire to rely on domestic activity of the child that 
excludes authoritative position of the educator in the pedagogical process; providing children with the freedom of 
emotional development; the development of the child's social feeling based on mutual responsibility and personal 
dignity. 
 
4. Conclusions 
 
Considering data obtained from the practice of free education it is possible to identify the prognostic value of 
this pedagogical theory, which can flourish in the field of any national education. Despite the seeming boldness of 
ideas and principles of the theory of free education, we state the assumption that all these arguments "pro" and 
"contra" will one day turn into the idea of child’s self-worth who is the only goal of ours and not a means of 
translating our teaching plans. 
According to the philosophy of existentialism every human has a unique path of development; hence, he is fully 
responsible for his fate. In contrast to traditional education in the theory of free education a person is not an object of 
control but a conscious subject, selecting his own relation to himself and the world. That’s why he should be 
considered as a free and self-actualizing person. Summarizing all mentioned above we put forward only one 
postulate which is realized in the practice of free schools - giving every child the chance for happiness, which is 
possible only in freedom and love. 
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